rounding region, Weber was interested in the way in which factors such as the costs of power, land, raw materials and labour influenced the location of industry. Lôsch added to Weber's model an interest in the potential market that could be reached from a given industrial site.
All three of these theories showed the assumption that entrepreneurs were aware of the merits of all possible sites and that decisions were subsequently made to maximize profits. Allan Pred has tried to introduce the human element into this process by noting that locational decisions were not always made by actors in the possession of perfect knowledge. He found that "spatial variations in information availability will have considerable repercussions both on how locational decisionmaking processes vary from place-to-place and on what decisions are 2 actually made." James Gilmour has gone even further away from the mechanistic models by pointing to the need to consider "the irrational and unpredictable locational and operational decisions of the individual H 3 entrepreneur."
Due to the many factors capable of influencing urban development it is often difficult to isolate the role of any one factor in the process. Nevertheless an analysis of the development of two Quebec towns between the rebellions of 1837 and the outbreak of World War I offers the opportunity to assess the impact of one such factor-land ownership-because of the distinctive role that the control of land played in the growth of these centres. At the start of the period both Sherbrooke and Sorel had locations which offered attractions to merchants and industrialists (see Map 1). Sherbrooke was situated at the junction of the Magog and Saint-Francis rivers. The dropping off of the Magog into the Saint-Francis provided a potential source of power while the forests of the Eastern Townships offered raw materials waiting to be processed. Due to its location at the junction of two major navigable streams, the Richelieu and the Saint Lawrence, Sorel was an important Allan Pred, Behavior and Location (Lund, Sweden, 1967) , p. 9. 3 James Gilmour, Spatial Evolution of Manufacturing: Southern Ontario, 1851 -1891 (Toronto, 1972 , p. 151.
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trading centre and a site for the building and repair of ships. At the start of the period the two cities were differentiated, however, by the fact that some of the best lands in Sorel were under the control of Great Britain, while property in Sherbrooke was almost totally owned by a London-based land company. The rate of growth of the two cities between 1840 and 1914 further distinguished the one from the other (see Table I ). While the population of Sherbrooke increased by 447 per cent between 1851 and 1911, Sorel experienced an increase of only 146 per cent. Similarly, between 1891 and 1911 the number of industrial laborers in Sherbrooke tripled while Sorel saw an increase of only slightly more 4 than 50 per cent. As this paper will indicate, there was a strong link between the differences in land ownership in the two towns and the differing rates at which they developed. Gait was not only interested in the opening of lands to farmers, however.
He also had dreams of using the company's resources to erect a great city, Guelph, within the holdings of the firm. Gait spent considerable sums on the development of Guelph, but due to an uneasiness with such expenditures he was fired by the directors of the Canada Company in 1829.
Gait reemerged in 1833 as one of the promoters of another land company, the British American. This company 1 s primary goal was to encourage the settlement of the Eastern Townships by settling farmers on the 800,000 acres that it had acquired from the Crown. Sherbrooke, heretofore a town of little importance, was selected as the headquarters of the company because of its location near the centre of this large tract. As had been the case in the early history of the Canada Company, a conflict soon arose within the British American Land Company as to the sort of role that it should play in urban development. This debate over the management of the company's Sherbrooke lands was generally waged between the head of the company's Canadian operations, who was located in Sherbrooke and called the commissioner, and the board of directors, situated in London and identified as "the Court.
11
The battle over company policy continued for many years and had a major impact upon the development of Sherbrooke.
The controversy was primarily over the degree to which the company should directly involve itself in the development of its land located along the banks of the Magog River where that stream dropped off into the Saint-Francis and provided a source of considerable power for industry. By 1837 the early commissioners of the company had already Leo Johnson, "Guelph: The Ideology and Political Economy of Growth, 1827 Growth, -1927 paper presented at conference on Canada's Urban Past, University of Guelph, May 1977. To be published in Gilbert A. Stelter and Alan F.J. Artibise, eds., Shaping the Canadian Urban Landscape (forthcoming, 1980). invested £500 in a woolen mill, £250 in a grist mill and £600 in an iron foundry.
All of these facilities were owned and operated by the land company. This direct involvement soon met with the disfavour of the directors, however, and in 1837 the following dispatch was sent to the commissioner. "From the statements that you have from time to time submitted, there is but little possibility that the company will derive an adequate return for the capital laid out for the woolen factory; the directors are of the opinion that you had better suspend all further outlays on this branch of the establishment beyond such as may be required o to prevent the building from falling into decay." By the fall of 1837 the land company was trying to rent its industrial facilities to interested parties and seemed to be unenthused about doing anything to further the industrial development of the town. This attitude persisted throughout the late 1830s and early 1840s and as a result little growth took place in Sherbrooke.
The company's role in industrial development changed with the appointment of Alexander Tilloch Gait, John Gait's son, as commissioner in 1844. It was Gait's view that the company should "endeavour to bring manufacturers to Sherbrooke and help them utilize the company's mill 9 sites there available."
Gait refused to sell the company's rights to land along the falls, a policy that was to bring to the company much resentment in later years. He did, however, support the company's construction of factories, sometimes equipped with machinery, which could be leased to manufacturers. The company was even known to offer loans to interested parties to induce them to establish a factory in Sherbrooke. Gait's policy was successful in bringing about the establishment of a tannery, a cotton factory, a paper mill, a pail factory, a This exceptional action brought about rapid growth for the city. premises, but the desire will be to get as much as possible from the properties and to put nothing into them.
Paull went on to explain that Heneker was no longer trusted because he had taken on other responsibilities that presumably distracted him from what should have 23 been his primary concern, earning profits for the land company.
Heneker could not deny this charge for by the late 1880s he was president when the company's charter was amended so that any projects requiring a capital outlay would be unfeasible. The new charter reduced the capital 24 of the.company and limited its ability to borrow.
Heneker stayed on as commissioner until 1902, but neither he nor his successors, James Davidson and George Cate, were able to do any more than oversee the liquidation of the company's Sherbrooke property.
As Cate noted in 1909, the company should hold on to its property fi dis-25 posing of it gradually as satisfactory opportunities arise.
This policy did little to improve the company's public image. Between 1896 and 1908 the company's holdings in the city were reduced from 540 to 383 acres, but most of these sales were made to the municipal government so that it could pass the land along to interested parties to induce them to establish industries in the city. In 1905, for instance, the Sherbrooke government offered the Canadian Rand Drill Company a free grant of land to establish a factory.
The parcel in question was owned by the land company and the city expected to be able to purchase it at its value set for taxation purposes. in the seigneury of the same name which came into the possession of the British crown shortly after the conquest. Because of the strategic importance of these lands at the junction of two major rivers the seigneury was classified as ordnance land and certain restrictions were placed upon its use so as not to interfere with its employment for defense purposes. Sorel was not alone among British North American towns in having lands reserved for defense. However, while a town such as Kingston benefited greatly from the stimulus which the stationing of a garrison provided for the local economy, Sorel received only impediments to its growth as neither a garrison was stationed there nor were any substantial 38 fortifications constructed.
On several occasions these restrictions made the use of Sorel's best lands bordering upon the Richelieu and SaintLawrence very difficult for merchants and manufacturers. It was ordered that the land was "to be left from year to year with a stipulation that no buildings be erected or if allowed that they may be removed wherever 39 required by Ordnance."
In 1845 an interested party shied away from 40 establishing a shipyard in the town when confronted with these obstacles.
In 1856 the status of the Sorel seigneury was drastically altered as 45,000 of the almost 46,000 acres in the seigneury were placed under the control of the Province of Canada to be disposed of as it wished.
Most of the lands in and around Sorel were thus freed of their earlier restrictions regarding development, but another 993 acres were retained by the British War Department with the restrictions in force. Among the lands retained were the barrack reserve in Sorel at the junction of the Richelieu and Saint-Lawrence, the Victoria reserve to the south of the city, and the seigneurial domain across the Richelieu from Sorel.
As one British military official noted, "The whole portion of land is Because It is unlikely that this cultural difference was very important 58 Such an argument could have been forwarded by people such as Chris taller, Weber and Losch.
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In his interest in drawing attention to the non-economic factors involved in business decisions this argument might appeal to Allan Pred. 
